REMARKS 

Summary of Office Action 

Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. 

Claims 1-20 were rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting as 
being unpatentable over claims 1-18 of U.S. Patent No. 
6, 670, 850 . 

Applicant's Reply to the Ex aminer's Rejection 

Claims 1-20 were rejected under the judicially 
created doctrine of obviousness- type double patenting as 
being unpatentable over claims 1-18 of U.S. Patent No. 
6, 670, 850 . 

in rejecting claims 1-20, the Examiner stated "a 
timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 C.F.R. 
§ 1.321(c) may be used to overcome an actual or provisional 
rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be 
commonly owned with this application" (Office Action, page 
2) . 

A terminal disclaimer compliant with 3 7 C.F.R. 
§ 1.321(c) is enclosed herewith.. Accordingly, applicant 



2 



respectfully submits that the Examiner's rejection of claims 
1-2 0 be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully submits that this 
application, including claims 1-20, is in condition for 
allowance. An early and favorable action is respectfully 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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